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April 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hwdt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal CommlIDications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hwdt and Commissioners:

As parents and members of the Longview Elementary PTA Board, we are very concerned about the v­
chip televisioo rating system proposed by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implenmtation Group
00 January 17, 1997. We do not feel the rating system provides sufficient infonnation when selecting
appropriate television programming for our children.

In spite of major surveys released last fiill which showed overwhelming support for a rating system that
provides parents with infonnation about the cmtents of programs, the television industry has not
provided such a system. Instead, they determine what is best for our children and what programming is
appropriate for each age group. This is not acceptable.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That wder no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed 00 the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofthe program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

• That any rating system approved bythe FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for you consideration and help with this matter.

Sincerely,



I

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

r

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 ,

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and Brookridge Elementary School in Overland Park,
Kansas, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry'S rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
/ \

\



March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Bodkin Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to
the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is
best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system:

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program:

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents: and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,



,----

April 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA at Armstrong Elementary School in
Conroe, Texas, to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms were
conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*

*

*

*
*

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);
That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~c~\
John C. Zeigler

,/1,:' ,,} Z~~//VI
--:'l~ vt'l~7- .
Joy T. Zeigler



..---------_.. _-

April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and as a concerned parent to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that I can make
decisions a~out what is appropriate tv programing for my children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News & World Report, and Medica Studies
Center/Roper. As a parent, I do not want the tv industry to interpret what is best for my children. I, as other
parents, want to make these choices based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that care tv scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I as other PTA members and a concerned parent request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (violence), S
(sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a v-chip bank broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the tv screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

I applaud the efforts of the television industry, the FCC and the FCC Commissioners to provide parents with
the necessary tools that allow parents to make wise choices in the television programs viewed by their children.
However, any method that does not fulfill the above, is only an attempt to appease concerned parents. I thank
you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to our children and families.

Sincerely,

~t~~~



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

OOcKErFILE
COPYORIGINAL

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the . b <:~ (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC z:equire a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the' rating icon on the TV screel'1; be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the co~~se ora. program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

.. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important't~':child~en and'families.

Sincerely.

t~-t!'<A of· d,zJtG a~/d
aU};. I It:tA.~/v



April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, Fcc 97-34

DocKErFILE
COpyORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and myself to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on the content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling
is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommucations Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

That the FCC requires a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more that one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently place on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program:

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved be the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

S.in~erel~, , \ •...L

~
~rv--

Jil Watson Parent
English Landing PTA
Kansas City, Missouri



Apr j 1 4,

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

LII..}::'';.;:~, ,..
.' "-,
~~ ....

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and C.C. Ring
School PTA. I am not in favor of the proposed v-chip rating
s)-'stem ·3.S presented b::~' -Jack '·.)a.ler!ti, cha.ir· of the T'·.) Ra.ting
Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. This rating
system does not give parents enough information to decide if
a television show is appropriate for their children to
w.3.tch.

A better s:ystem (I·!oul d be one th.3.t s.pec i f i es (·,'hether· a shOt....!
contains violent scenes, sexual scenes, or uses adul t
language. Addi tionally the rating should inform parents how
often these scenes occur (ie: seldom vs. frequent).

The rating icon needs to be on the screen more often. A ten
second display at the beginning of a show is inadequate.
Many cable stations have their icon in the lower corner of
the screen constantly. This would be a better method. Then
the information is always there.

Please have a panel of parents review the
employ. The ratings are for the parents.
think the rating system is worthwhile.

Ma.r i e C. Vos
PreSident, C.C. Ring School PTA

rating sYstem you
t"lake sur'e they



Chairman Reed Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket Non. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DockErFILE COp
VORIGINAL .

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA
of Janesville WI. to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. As a parent I
want a rating system that accurately provides the contents of
any programming on TV. I request the FCC to deny the approval
of the industry rating system. I urge the following:

That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC and that it include parents .

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated
by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children, families, and to the well being of
this great nation of ours. God's moral values can not be
disregarded, our country is facing many problems due to our
turning our back on Him. I pray a rating system will help
clear up the filth that permeates the air waves.

Sincerely,
Alice Reimer
.(7 ':';'»;f'~
Janesville, WI 53545



Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34

I am I We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jannan Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my lour opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Re{XJrl, and Media Studies
CenterIRoper. Parents do not warn the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content infonnation about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
infonnation about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one ratii ,y system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detennine if it meets th.:: nd~':; \if parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Tulsa, Oklahoma



..
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE= CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DocKETFILE CO
Pl'ORIGINAL

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the RDyal v,'c:.'\N" £/ement-avy
Se-hool fTA. to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and H{Jrld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information -about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.



I

---­March 28, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, US. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language)~

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that one
rating system~

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program~

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents~ and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit

meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

2::~,.--r------.
Liberty Twp., Ohio



Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

April 1, 1997

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and:

That the rating icon on the TV screen be larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of the program;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry'S rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families. I realize that
this letter depicts a form letter, however, it seems to meet the needs that I feel are important in helping to
raise the children for the future. There is so much violence and crime in the world today, that if parents
had some help in making sure that our children are not subjected to this on TV, it would help make
parenting easier for our children. I know as a mother to a seven year old and a five month old, it is very
difficult in screening the TV against violence and sexual situations. I also feel that the commercials that
are show during the shows should also be subject to the rating system that is adopted. I remember when I
was growing up that certain shows and commercials were not allowed to be shown before 9:00 p.m. It
seems that it doesn't matter anymore what time commercials and previews of shows to come are aired
with subjective material.

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC no approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Heritage Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is
best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Colleen Grant
Colleyville, Texas



April 4, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and FCC Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

It has come to my attention, though the PTA, that you have offered the public an
opportunity to express our opinions about what we would like (or not like) in a 1V Rating
system. I really appreciate the opportunity.

For me and my family, I ask you to Jl2t approve any age based system. I feel my children
and I can best decide what is appropriate for us ifwe are given adequate information. Just
because a program is aimed at a certain age group, doesn't mean it is appropriate. Age isn't
necessarily the best indicator of what is acceptable entertainment. Many adults and young
adults can enjoy a program designed for young children just as much as children can. But
if the 1V rating is age based, it puts a stigma on programs rated for anyone younger than
themselves. It also gives a false impression that watching programs rated for mature
audiences makes you a mature person or that it is the path to maturity. Or, even that the
content of those programs is what maturity is all about! If we raise a generation believing
that, our civilization is in BIG. trouble!

I ask you to make sure your rating system provides as complete information as possible
about the content oftbe program such as violence, profanity (please do not call it 'adult
language', there is nothing adult about it), sex, nudity and some indication of how much or
how explicate. Also, it would be really helpful if the rating icon were large enough that it
could be seen from across the room and displayed frequently throughout the program.
That way, if the 1V is on and someone walks in and sits down to watch, they might see the
rating and make an educated choice before they get any unpleasant surprises.

The rating board should include a variety of parents and people not associated with the
television or movie industry.

There have been several independent studies done which give a pretty good idea of what
the public wants. Having an independent study done on the system you are considering
could give you a pretty good idea of how we feel about it

Thank you for giving us this opportunity and please consider our desires and needs and
provide a system that is content based.

.~n~ly,
r~a,~~
Vickie Anderson
Ephraim, Utah



March 11.)97

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Co'ml1lunications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Rool1l'222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

,,- '",~.-~, ..- .."."" '~"'-iJOCK~' '.'.... ,.2' , ••

. . FILE COpyORIGINAL

I am (we are) writin~ on behalf of the National PTA an9 the P,ocwood PiA (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (9J!r) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Itating Implementation Group, on January 17, N97. The rating symbol on.
the TV screen does not provide suffIcient content information so that parents can make decisions

about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. Ncws and Vl/iJYld Rcport, and Media

Studies Center/Roper.Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­

dren. Parents w;mt to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

AllY rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and

ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screeil, and
appear more fJ.-equently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent resea~ch to determine if

it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to COlllment on an issue so important to children and families.



April 2, 1997

DOCKET RLE COPY ORIGINAL
Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/O Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the South Pines PTA to voice our opposition to
the v-ehip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screed does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the
content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U> S> News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be make larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detennine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Dale & Shelley Dacar
South Pines PTA Members
Spokane, Washington
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April 1, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Stevenson Ranch Elementary PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content infonnation about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detennine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

eJ;C~w 111M. {)?JJk;JL
Mr. and Mrs. Jack Simpkins
Valencia, California



April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and our local Cleveland PTA in Fergus Falls, MN to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV .
Rating Implementation Group. on January 17. 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
aboutttle content programs were conducted by the National PTA, US News and Wond Report,
and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best
for their children. Parents want to make these choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV sCheduling is useless

The FCC, by law, is reqUired to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC nol_asmro.v.e the industry rating system Instead. I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system,
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence, S (for sexual depiction and nUdity and L (for
language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen. and appear more frequently during the course of a program:

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents: and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

·l:Xb~mr
Deb Lundby
Fergus Falls. MN

j



Fridaj, April 4, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

A TV rating system is such a wonderful idea. It's very
sad that we have come to need such a system to help protect
and guide our children.

As parents of the North Ogden Elementary PTA, we appreciate
the efforts being made for a TV rating system, but feel the
present system is very inadequate and virtually useless to
parents in its present form.

We feel that expanding the system to include content
information on programs that include sex, nudity, violenc~,

language, or adult situations that could make an unsuspecting
child feel uncomfortable, be included as part of the system.

Also the ratings really need to be included in the TV
program guides next to the titles on all shows to allow
pre-program planning as well as ratings appearing on the
screen often during the program instead of the little blip
at the beginning.

If we really want the best system for the entire public,
a ratings board, independenant of the television industry,
should be put together including parents and other responsible
adults. As a backup, a separate research group, again in­
dependant of the TV industry, could be implemented to determine
if the system meets the needs of all, especially those who
would benefit the most - the parents and the children.

Thank you for your efforts in this very worthwhile project.

Sincerely,
No. Ogden Elem.: PTA

~~~~~W~
~~Uf

PC Joan Dykstra, President
National PTA


